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supplement science and chemistry curriculum. 
The competition is open to 6th, 7th, and 8th 
grade students throughout the country. Rachel 
and six other competitors earned the right to 
represent their schools in Philadelphia after 
passing initial qualifying tests and winning 
local competitions. 

The YBTCC competition was divided into 
rounds where each student was asked a se-
ries of multiple choice questions. Rachel made 
it to the final round with a perfect score, an-
swering difficult questions covering general 
chemistry, scientific history, biochemistry, nu-
clear chemistry, physics and math. 

Rachel demonstrated great academic prow-
ess and sportsmanship before a national audi-
ence, representing competitive values that 
make Kentucky proud. 

I ask my colleagues in the U.S. House of 
Representatives to join me in congratulating 
Rachel Sutterley for her achievement and in 
wishing her continued success in her prom-
ising future years. 
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TRIBUTE TO BILL SELLERS OF 
BROOKSVILLE, FLORIDA 

HON. GINNY BROWN-WAITE 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 28, 2006 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to recognize the accom-
plishments of a distinguished constituent, Bill 
Sellers of Brooksville, Florida. Bill has recently 
been named the 2006 Outstanding 
Agriculturalist of the Year by the Extension 
Professionals Association of Florida. Bill will 
receive the award at the Association’s annual 
banquet this September. 

Growing up on a farm, Bill took a keen inter-
est in agriculture and the land. An avid mem-
ber of the Future Farmers of America, Bill 
went on to study agriculture in college, eventu-
ally helping to manage his mother’s cattle farm 
near Brooksville. Today, Bill earns a living as 
an agricultural mortgage lender. 

In addition to his lifelong passion for agri-
culture, Bill has been involved in giving back 
to the local farming community through his 
service on the area extension board. Bill has 
also played a key role in the partnership be-
tween Hernando County and the University of 
Florida in the area of agriculture and farming. 

One of Bill’s greatest challenges as a pro-
ponent of the farming lifestyle is the reticence 
of today’s youth to enter into an agriculture ca-
reer. With the challenges famers face from 
global competition, the increased use of tech-
nology and unpredictable weather conditions, 
fewer and fewer young people are entering 
the profession. 

Mr. Speaker, men like Bill Sellers provide 
the lifeblood of this great Nation. Tilling the 
land, raising the livestock, and ensuring that 
America’s food needs are met is an honorable 
calling. I commend Bill for his service and con-
gratulate him on being named the Outstanding 
Agriculturalist of the Year. 

BANNING CARBON MONOXIDE IN 
MEAT 

HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 28, 2006 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, today, I am in-
troducing legislation that would ban the prac-
tice of injecting packages of meat with doses 
of carbon monoxide to give it an artificially 
fresh appearance. The sole purpose of this 
practice is to deceive consumers into pur-
chasing and potentially eating meat that looks 
fresh, but could be spoiled. 

This week, the American Meat Institute an-
nounced the results of two studies claiming 
that carbon monoxide is safe to use in meat 
packages and urged opponents to concede 
their position and end the debate. Indeed, the 
carbon monoxide gas itself may be safe and 
would not cause harm to consumers. How-
ever, when the gas is injected to deceive cus-
tomers into purchasing meat that could be 
months past its freshness date, then there is 
no doubt that it would be harmful to con-
sumers. 

These studies released by AMI are an in-
triguing contribution to the debate. One of 
them was funded by the beef industry. The 
other study was conducted by an AMI ‘‘expert 
consultant’’ who has received numerous 
grants from AMI, and also received an AMI 
scientific achievement award. Therefore, the 
results of these studies should not calm con-
sumer fears and definitely should not cause 
opponents of this practice to end the debate. 

In 2004, the USDA and FDA approved the 
use of carbon monoxide through an informal 
process without a full public comment process 
and without regulations specifying conditions 
of use. As a result, meat labels do not indicate 
whether meat has been treated with carbon 
monoxide—leaving no way for the consumer 
to know whether they are purchasing fresh 
meat. 

Meat producers explain that the carbon 
monoxide process is safe and that it helps cut 
costs that result from discarding meat that has 
begun to turn brown, but still is safe to eat. 
That certainly is an understandable position. 
However, ground beef treated with carbon 
monoxide still could have the appearance of 
being fresh months after its ‘sell-by’ date. 
There also have been instances in the past 
where stores have misrepresented the 
freshness of their food long before the carbon 
monoxide process was introduced. 

Supporters of the carbon monoxide process 
explain that smell is a better indicator of spoil-
age than color and consumers should base 
their purchases on the ‘use or freeze by’ date 
as the best guide. This is true; however, it 
should be noted that this date on meat pack-
ages is not based on any scientific or regu-
latory guidelines, but is determined by the in-
dustry. Also, why should consumers be sub-
jected to the hassle of bringing meat home 
from the grocery store, opening the package 
to determine if it still is fresh, and returning it 
if it is spoiled? 

Canada, Japan, and the European Union al-
ready ban the use of carbon monoxide in 
meat packages. I look forward to working with 
you to also protect American consumers from 
this deceitful practice. During a time when we 
have begun to question the safety of prescrip-

tion drugs, let’s ensure that consumers do not 
have similar concerns about the food they 
buy. 
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RECOGNIZING THE 35TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE JOHN HARLAND 
CO. BOLINGBROOK PLANT 

HON. JUDY BIGGERT 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 28, 2006 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the John H. Harland Company on 
the 35th anniversary of its production facility in 
Bolingbrook, Illinois. 

In 1971, Harland’s corporate leaders made 
a decision to locate a plant near Chicago. The 
suburbs were booming, and the workforce was 
skilled. Not unlike today, the area had so 
much to offer in terms of its quality of life and 
great business climate. That decision proved 
to be a wise one indeed. This year, the com-
pany celebrates 35 prosperous years in 
Bolingbrook, Illinois. 

Today, I would like to recognize the men 
and women of Harland and celebrate with 
them 35 successful years in Bolingbrook, Illi-
nois. 

The John H. Harland Company was found-
ed in 1923. Over the next 83 years it grew 
and evolved into one of the premier financial 
services providers, doing business with more 
than two-thirds of all financial institutions in the 
United States. Its facility in Bolingbrook has 
played—and continues to play—a crucial part 
in Harland’s success. 

With approximately 200 employees, the 
Bolingbrook facility each year processes more 
than 11 million orders for checks for con-
sumers in 13 states, including most of the 
Midwest, from Wisconsin to Kentucky and 
Pennsylvania to Minnesota and everywhere in 
between. In the true spirit of its founder, the 
John H. Harland Company’s allegiance to its 
customers and employees remains strong 35 
years later. 

Harland also is committed to strengthening 
our community through service. In recognition 
of the spirit of service demonstrated by Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr., Harland employees 
celebrate the MLK holiday as a day of service, 
volunteering at local organizations such as 
Meadowbrook Manor, Lambs Fold Women’s 
Shelter, and the Shepherd Food Pantry. 

I want to commend all of the Bolingbrook 
employees for their commitment to quality, 
customers, and community. It is their hard 
work and dedication that has made the 
Harland Company what it is today—a 35-year 
success story. 

f 

WELLS VS. WILLARD BY RACHEL 
KARRER 

HON. RON LEWIS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 28, 2006 

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I 
commend my colleagues to the attached 
essay, Wells vs. Willard, by Rachel Karrer. 
Miss Karrer was a finalist in the National His-
tory Day Competition in Kentucky and recently 
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represented her state at the national competi-
tion. 

I had the privilege of meeting Miss Karrer 
and her family during their visit to Washington, 
DC. 

[National History Day Paper] 
WELLS VS. WILLARD 

(By Rachel C. Karrer) 
Wells and Willard, who were they? The 

more important question is, ‘what did they 
do?’ These two individuals were activists; 
both were outspoken, uncompromising, and 
passionate. And both of these activists just 
happened to be women. Ida B. Wells-Barnett 
and Frances E. Willard had nothing and ev-
erything in common. They came from dif-
ferent backgrounds, different families. They 
endured different heartaches and tragedies, 
overcame different odds. They had different 
educational structures and were even of sep-
arate races. No, they weren’t anything alike. 
And yet, they each ended up leading in 
causes they believed in. Neither let discour-
agement or setbacks blind them to their 
goal. Not even when the discouragement and 
setbacks one woman experienced were 
caused by the hand of the other. Ida Wells 
and Frances Willard were influential women 
in their time, both standing alone to lead in 
their causes. However, when it came to 
standing together, one woman to support the 
other, neither woman was willing to cross 
the cultural barriers of the time and offer a 
helping hand, but turned against the other. 
Because of Wells and Willard’s failure to 
work together, their animosity deeply hin-
dered the progress of the anti-lynching 
movement. 

Ida B. Wells, born a slave, became a re-
spected leader in the anti-lynching move-
ment. Freed from slavery shortly after her 
birth, Wells’ parents, James and Elizabeth 
Wells, made sure she received an education. 
(McBride) Wells’s mother wanted to be able 
to read the Bible, so when the Shaw Univer-
sity was established, Elizabeth Wells at-
tended with her children. (McBride) Her fa-
ther, James Wells, was deeply absorbed in 
politics and felt especially strong about ra-
cial justice. It is likely that it was his inter-
est in those dealings that later inspired his 
daughter. (McBride) 

In 1876, both her parents and one younger 
sibling died. (McBride) Unwilling to break 
her family apart, Wells became the care-
taker and provider of her five younger sib-
lings at the age of only fourteen. To provide 
for them, she applied for a teaching position. 
In 1884, Wells moved to Memphis to take a 
job as a teacher. (Lavender) During her sum-
mer vacations, she furthered her education 
by attending teachers’ training courses at 
Fisk University. (Lavender) Afterwards, she 
earned a position as a first grade teacher in 
the Memphis city schools. (Lavender) 

On May 4, 1884, Ida B. Wells’s life was al-
tered once again. (McBride) While traveling 
to Memphis, Wells was told by the conductor 
to move from the parlor car to the smoking 
car, which was reserved for people of color. 
When she refused, he attempted to forcibly 
remove her. In retaliation, Wells brought a 
suit against the railroad company and won. 
(McBride) The taste of victory soured, how-
ever, when the Tennessee Supreme Court 
overruled the decision. (McBride) Even so, 
this incident sparked something in Wells 
that eventually spread throughout the 
American nation and abroad. (Lavender) At 
this point, Wells began to write. 

Her first piece was for The Living Way, an 
African-American church weekly. (McBride) 
Wells wrote a series of articles criticizing 
the education provided to African-American 
children. Ironically, because of her state-
ments, Wells lost her teaching position in 

1891. (Lavender) After this, she joined the 
Memphis Star newspaper. 

Through her articles, Wells fought for the 
rights of African-Americans, but in 1892, she 
began fighting for something even more im-
portant; she began fighting for their lives. In 
March of that year, three African-American 
men were lynched on false charges. These 
men were Wells’s friends, and the rage inside 
her began to grow. (Lavender) She attacked 
lynching, and challenged the actions of 
whites by writing editorials and giving 
speeches about the injustices that were being 
done to the people of her race. She called 
Memphis, ‘‘a town which . . . neither 
protect[s] our lives and property, nor give[s] 
us a fair trial in the courts, but takes us out 
and murders us in cold blood when accused 
by white persons.’’ (McBride) Wells’s out-
spoken opinions stirred up Memphis, but it 
was not until she wrote her views on the con-
sensual sexual relationships between white 
women and African-American men that her 
newspaper was sacked and destroyed by an 
angry mob, followed by threats of lynching 
Wells herself. (McBride) After this, she 
moved to Chicago. 

Though forced to leave Memphis, fear did 
not stop her from continuing her fight in 
Chicago and even taking it to Europe. She 
wrote Lynch Law in Georgia (1899), Lynch 
Law in America (1900), and A Red Record 
(1895). These works studied lynchings in 
America, showing that the number of deaths 
was astonishing though the reasons were 
trivial. With these works, Wells was edu-
cating the American people by publicizing 
the cruelties inflicted on African-Americans 
in the South. 

Wells became Wells-Barnett in 1895. 
(McBride) Following her marriage, many 
Americans doubted that she would continue 
in her work, but through matrimony and 
motherhood, she continued in her cause, 
leading to protect the rights and the lives of 
people who had already endured so much. 

Like Wells, Frances E. Willard also had a 
lasting impact in America. Her work re-
sulted in two amendments to the Constitu-
tion: one giving women the right to vote and 
another prohibiting the sale and use of alco-
hol. (Hedrick) 

The daughter of Josiah and Mary Hill, Wil-
lard was born in Churchville, New York. 
(Historical Association) Willard’s mother, 
Mary Thompson Hill, was adamant that her 
daughter be educated as a lady. (Hedrick) At 
this time, a lady’s education did not encom-
pass in-depth lessons in math or science. 
(Hedrick) This type of education was made 
more readily available to young ladies in the 
1850s, at which time Willard happily received 
it. (Hedrick) In 1857, she went to the Mil-
waukee Normal Institute. The next year, she 
went to Evanston College for Women in Illi-
nois, now Northwestern University, where 
she finished out her education. (Hedrick) 

Between 1860 an 1874, Willard held many 
teaching positions in numerous schools. 
(Hedrick) Her last appointment was head of 
the women’s division at Northwestern Uni-
versity. (Hedrick) 

In 1874, at the end of her teaching career, 
Willard became involved with the Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union. (Historical As-
sociation) She participated in its founding 
convention and was elected corresponding 
secretary. (Historical Association) Willard 
became a successful speaker and social re-
former, and was influential in the organiza-
tion of the Prohibition Party. (Historical As-
sociation) In 1879, Willard was elected Presi-
dent of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union, and under her leadership it grew to be 
one of the largest women’s organizations in 
the nineteenth century. (Historical Associa-
tion) 

Both Wells and Willard were recognized 
and respected among the American people. 

But, the truth of the matter is that the 
Women’s Christian Temperance Union was a 
well-known and influential organization. As 
president of that organization, Willard’s 
voice and opinion carried a substantial 
amount of weight, she being a leading figure 
in deciding which causes the organization 
would back. Ida Wells was well aware of how 
the Women’s Christian Temperance Union’s 
support could benefit the anti-lynching 
movement. But, due to the views of race at 
that time, that support, was not so easily 
gained. And in seeking it, there was the bad 
result of a conflict that arose between Wil-
lard and Wells. Wells accused the Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union of ignoring the 
racial problem of the South, having ‘‘no 
word, either of pity or protest.’’ (Wells 5) In 
return, Willard stated that Wells’s ‘‘zeal for 
her race . . . clouded her perception.’’ 
(Wells 4) 

In addition to Willard’s seeming indiffer-
ence, Wells was angered by Willard’s com-
ments in reference to the colored race. While 
Wells’ fought for the African-American’s 
whose rights were being violated, Willard 
was sympathetic towards the white race and 
the trials they were forced to endure. In a 
New York newspaper, Willard stated, ‘‘I pity 
the southerners. . . . . The problem on their 
hands is immeasurable. The colored race 
multiplies like the locusts of Egypt.’’ (Wil-
lard 9) In the same article she referred to Af-
rican-Americans as ‘‘alien-illiterates,’’ who 
could ‘‘neither read nor write, whose ideas 
are bounded by the fence of his own field and 
the price of his own mule.’’ (Willard 9) In 
Willard’s interview she painted whites as vic-
tims and the African-Americans as villains. 
In reality, however, it was the other way 
around and Wells had years of collected data 
to prove it. 

While traveling abroad to gain sympathy 
and raise money, Wells was interviewed by 
the Westminster Gazette, a British news-
paper. During this interview she related 
some of the facts she had gathered about the 
practice of lynching in the United States. 
For example, four-fifths of lynchings in the 
United States were practiced on African- 
Americans and in 1893 and 158 out of 200 
lynching victims were African-Americans. 
(Westminster Gazette) She also stated that 
of the 158 African-Americans victims only 
thirty of them were charged with a crime 
against women or children. (Westminster Ga-
zette) The people that had supposedly com-
mitted these crimes were, more often than 
not, innocent. (Westminster Gazette) But, 
when it came to lynching, ‘‘innocent until 
proven guilty’’ were empty words. 

Wells felt that Willard and the Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union were indif-
ferent about the issues in the lynching con-
troversy. But, in Willard’s 1894 Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union presidential ad-
dress she defended herself and the organiza-
tion; ‘‘Much apprehension has arisen in the 
last year concerning the attitude of our 
union toward the colored people, and an offi-
cial explanation is in order.’’ (Willard 8) In 
her explanation she referred to her 1890 
interview, in which she stated that the Afri-
can-American man’s ‘‘altitude reaches no 
higher than the personal liberty of the sa-
loon and the power of appreciating the 
amount of liquor that dollar will buy.’’ (Wil-
lard 9) In her address she defended herself 
saying that she had not intended to discrimi-
nate against African-American people. (Wil-
lard 8) Willard stated that it was ‘‘inconceiv-
able’’ that the Women’s Christian Temper-
ance Union would ever excuse lynching no 
matter what the circumstances. She also 
made it a point to make a resolution in re-
gard to the affair: ‘‘Resolved, that we are op-
posed to lynching as a method of punish-
ment, no matter what the crime, and irre-
spective of the race by which the crime is 
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committed, believing that every human 
being is entitled to be tried by a jury of his 
peers.’’ (Willard 8) 

In Willard’s address she specifically men-
tioned Ida Wells and her efforts in the anti- 
lynching movement. Willard claimed that 
Wells’s ardor for her race was keeping her 
from recognizing friends from foes. She also 
talked of Wells’s observations concerning 
the consensual relationships between white 
women and African-American men. On this 
point, Wells and Willard’s opinions con-
trasted greatly. It was Wells’s belief that 
many of the ‘‘rapes’’ for which countless Af-
rican-American men were lynched were actu-
ally consensual relationships. Nevertheless, 
she believed that it was for the white man’s 
pride of race, not for justice or even for the 
white women’s reputation, that sent many 
African-American males to their death: 
‘‘You see, the white man has never allowed 
his women to hold the sentiment ’black but 
comely’ on which he has so freely acted him-
self.’’ (Westminster Gazette) It was Willard’s 
opinion that with these statements Wells 
‘‘had put an imputation upon half the white 
race in this country that [was] unjust, and 
saving the rarest exceptional instances, 
wholly without foundation’’ and with these 
statements Wells was thwarting her cause. 
(Willard 6) 

By the end of the summer of 1894, Wells 
was thoroughly displeased with the actions 
of Willard and the Women’s Christian Tem-
perance Union, and she had no qualms about 
expressing her anger. In one of her numerous 
writings, Wells stated, ‘‘the charge has been 
made that I have attacked Miss Willard and 
misrepresented the W.C.T.U. If to state the 
facts is misrepresentation, then I plead 
guilty to the charge.’’ (Wells 5) In A Red 
Record, Wells spoke of the resolution made 
in Willard’s Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union presidential address: ‘‘Miss Willard 
gave assurance that such a resolution [of 
protest against brutality towards colored 
people] would be adopted, and that assurance 
was relied on.’’ (Wells 5) But, in the end, 
these assurances amounted to nothing be-
cause during the Women’s Christian Temper-
ance Union national meeting in the summer 
of 1894, no anti-lynching resolutions were 
passed. (Smith) 

With the statements made by Willard, so 
pointedly, on the behalf of the Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union, why was it 
that when it came time to act, those prom-
ises were not honored? This outcome was the 
result of the presence of many southern dele-
gates at the meeting and Frances Willard’s 
effort to pacify them. (Smith) By attempting 
to keep the peace with one party that ‘‘great 
Christian body . . . . wholly ignored the 
seven millions of colored people of this coun-
try whose plea was for a word of sympathy 
and support for the movement in their be-
half,’’ (Westminster Gazette) and Ida Wells 
‘‘greatly regretted’’ the outcome of this 
meeting. (Smith) The very next year, in the 
Baltimore Herald, Willard wrote that they 
had done the best they could under the cir-
cumstances (Smith) but to many Americans 
it was Wells who gained their sympathy and 
Willard who was criticized. Willard must 
have realized this because in 1897, it was 
written in a Cleveland newspaper that Wil-
lard’s conduct toward Wells at the national 
meeting seemed ‘‘still to worry her, as it 
ought to.’’ (Cleveland Gazette) 

Lynching went into a decline by the twen-
tieth century. (Abrams) In 1935, only twenty 
lynchings were reported and by the 1960s, 
with the enforcement of civil rights laws and 
changes in racial attitudes, the performance 
of lynchings died away. (Abrams) Between 
1882 and 1968 there were 4,730 lynchings in 
the United States. (Lynching) Of these, 3,440 
were African-American men and women. 

(Lynching) However, with Willard’s influ-
ence, and with her, the support of every 
member of the Women’s Christian Temper-
ance Union, racial attitudes might have been 
altered years before. Prejudices and hate 
could have been softened, lives could have 
been saved. If only time wasted arguing 
could have been spent broadening the hori-
zons of the American people, helping them to 
see the cruelties they placed on people whose 
only difference was their race. Perhaps Wil-
lard’s voice along with Wells’ reaching out to 
the American people would not have accom-
plished much. But it would have accom-
plished something. It would have given the 
anti-lynching movement the boost it needed, 
the boost it was asking for. True, at a time 
when ‘‘Jim Crow’’ laws were made specifi-
cally to keep the African-American people in 
a place of inferiority, crossing the lines of 
segregation and discrimination would have 
been extremely difficult. But, someone at 
some point did eventually cross those lines, 
otherwise we wouldn’t be where we are 
today. Had Ida Wells and Frances Willard 
joined together, important civil rights move-
ments could have been put into effect much 
sooner. There is no way to judge the years 
that were squandered or the lives that could 
have been saved. 

The wills and views of Frances E. Willard 
and those of Ida B. Wells-Barnett, continued 
to clash throughout the years, right up until 
Willard’s death in 1898. (Historical Associa-
tion) Neither woman ever conceded. Wells 
continued in her campaign for the rights of 
the African-American people until her death 
in 1931. (McBride) The women each accused 
the other of misrepresenting her. But maybe 
it wasn’t misrepresentation. Perhaps it was 
merely a lack of understanding, or even the 
desire to understand. When asked why no 
one in the North protested the racial preju-
dices in the South and their deadly outcome, 
Wells’ answer was ‘‘they are sick and hope-
less, and shut their eyes.’’ (Westminster Ga-
zette) Standing where we are today, we can 
easily judge these two women and say what 
they should have done. But what we fail to 
realize is that America then and America 
now are two very different places. African- 
Americans were not seen in the same light as 
they are today. In today’s culture we are 
brought up viewing one another as equals. 
This is because the leaders of our past shed 
some light on the flaws of our beliefs in 
order to change our future. But to do this, 
they had to be willing to put themselves on 
the line, to cross the cultural barriers that 
tried to hold them back. Wells and Willard 
were leaders, they were respected and had 
they really tried, they too, could have 
crossed those barriers. If not for the antag-
onism between these two very different 
women, had they not failed to stand together 
and face America, many eyes could have, and 
would have, been opened. 
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HONORING CURTIS M. LOFITS, JR., 
AND THE SALUDA CHARITABLE 
FOUNDATION 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 28, 2006 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to commend my longtime friend, 
Curtis M. Lofits, Jr., and the Saluda Charitable 
Foundation. The Saluda Charitable Foundation 
was founded in 2001 in Columbia, South 
Carolina, is a faith-based Christian humani-
tarian organization dedicated to serving people 

in need. What began as a one-man effort cre-
ated and funded by Columbia native Curtis M. 
Loftis, Jr., has now grown to include dozens of 
volunteers and associates who have touched 
thousands of lives across four continents. 

Individuals, missionaries, churches, hos-
pitals, and clinics ranging from the United 
States and Bolivia to Ukraine and India have 
benefited from the works of Saluda Charitable. 
The Foundation’s efforts in Ukraine produced 
such great success that the programs there 
have grown into a stand-alone Ukrainian orga-
nization, the Saluda-Temopil Charitable Foun-
dation. Saluda-Temopil has been recognized 
as one of the finest charitable groups in 
Ukraine. 

Saluda Charitable and Saluda-Temopil re-
cently opened the doors of their largest under-
taking, the New Hope Village, in Shelpachy, 
Ukraine. The New Hope Village is a modem 
humanitarian mercy center that features a 
home for the elderly with 24-hour nursing 
care, daily doctor visits, nutritionist consulta-
tions, and community activity programs. The 
facility has received praise and cooperation 
from the Ukrainian and United States Govern-
ments. 

The New Hope Village also features a com-
munity center that supports three local villages 
and a humanitarian aid focal point that dis-
penses assistance from agencies and church-
es from the United States and Europe. The fa-
cility will soon become home to one of 
Ukraine’s first ‘‘foster family’’ pilot programs. 
This project opens in August and seeks to 
alter the traditional system of large and un-
friendly government orphanages in favor of 
more traditional family structures. 

I would like to recognize the Saluda Chari-
table Foundation’s contributions and efforts for 
people in need everywhere. The foundation is 
an excellent example that goodwill knows no 
borders. We would all do well to follow their 
lead. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CHARLES A. GONZALEZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 28, 2006 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
No. 407—‘‘aye’’; and 408—‘‘aye.’’ 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yes’’. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 28, 2006 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
able to cast votes for all of the legislative 
measures on June 12. If I was present for roll-
call votes for the following bills: 

251 on motion to suspend the rules and 
agree, as amended and pass H. Res. 794— 
Recognizing the 17th anniversary of the mas-
sacre in Tiananmen Square, Beijing, in the 
Peoples Republic of China, and for other pur-
poses 

252 On Motion to Suspend the rules and 
agree, as amend and pass H. Res. 804—Con-
demning the unauthorized, inappropriate, and 
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